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- The MAIUNG DATE of tfiis communication appears on the cover sheet beneath the conespondence atkiress - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE ^ — MONTH(S) FROM THE MAIUNG DATE 
OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time nnay be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely taed after SIX {Q MONTHS 
from the maiiing date of the conrtmunicatioa 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communicalion. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three nfX)n1hs after the rnailing d^ 
term adjustment See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

"^pi^esponslve to communication(s) filed on 
^^cQliil action Is RNAL. 



□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fonnal niatters, prosecution as to themerfts is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 ; 453 O.G. 21 3. 



Disposition of Ciaints 

Jlaim(s) ^; ^) ^ ^ ; 



uispos 

7^' 



Of the alx>ve claim(s) 
□ Claim(s) 



j>^laim(s) / ^ 

^ □ Claim(s) 

□ Claim(s) 



Application Papers 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on 

□ The drawing(s) filed on 



- is/are pending in the application. 

- is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

- is/are allowed. 

- is/are rejected. 

. Is/are objected to. 

. are subject to restriction or election 
requirement 



is □ approved □ disapproved. 



is/are objected to by the Examiner 



□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Pri rity under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19 (aHd) 

□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 (a)-{d). 
□ All □ Some* □ None of the: 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. _ 

□ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received 

in this national stage application from the Intemational Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)) 
*Certified copies not received: , 



Attachment(s) 

^^^^omnation Disclosure 
□ Notice of ReferBnce(s) Cited. PTO-892 



State^nt(^.^^^i^^^per 



No(s). 



a Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing R view, PTO-948 



□ Intervi w Summary. PTO-413 

□ Notice of Infonmal Pat nt Application, PTO-152 

□ Oth r 
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Art Unit: 2839 

C\o^:ry^ ],\ir>^A!-try^^^^ 

Claims 1, 2, 4-17, 41 and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Fedder in view of Teka, Noschese, Swamy, Romine, Seidler, Feldman, Apap, Johary and 

Kandybowski. See last Office Action. 

Claims 1, 2, 4-17, 41 and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

view of Johary, Apap, Swamy, Teka, Romine and Noschese. See last 
— ■ 

Office Action. 

Applicant's arguments filed with the amendment have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

As to Fedder, the argument regarding fig. 12 is noted, however the contact 104 widened 
end portions that engage pins 54 are seen define a structure that is generally planar and transverse 
to the ground contacts 115 and that together with ground contacts 1 1 5 define an I-beam structure. 
In addition, it would have been-obvious to omit one arm of socket 104 in which case the 
remaining arm would clearly be readable as transverse to ground contacts 1 1 5 and as being 
planar. 

For Kandybowski, fig. 4, connector 84, it would have been obvious to provide a third row 
of signal contacts 1 06 on each side of the connector and to use planar grounds between all rows 
of signal contacts. In the resultant article, the central contact 106 rows would meet claim 
language. This change would be the obvious to increase signal capacity. 

THIS ACTIONJS-MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS fi-om the mailing date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to N. Abrams at telephone 
number (703)308-1729. 

N. Abrams/mm 
06/10/02 
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